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Result D#*ired 

^Viftornl^ for Clay L. Shaw 
have subpenaed District Attor- 
ney Jim Garrison, Criminal Dis- 
trict Court Judge Edward A. 
Haggerty Jr., and others for ap- 
pearances at a hearing on Tues- 
day which they hope will result 
in dismissal of a perjury charge 
against Shaw. 

The attorneys also subpen- 
aed three members of Garri- 
son’s, staff,' Judge Alvin V. Oser, 
and ; ■ Perry - Raymond yRussb; 
Russo testified against Shaw 
during his trial on a . charge of 
conspiring to murder President 
John F. Kennedy. 

' One i of . ; those subpenaed, 
first assistant- DA James L. Al- 
cpck, said he plans; to testify. 
However, he said that:, he did 
not know whether or not Garri- 
son will testify. 

; The hearing will be Conduct- 
ed before Judge Malcolm V. 
O’Hara Tuesday morningi ^^ t 

Judge Haggerty : presided 
over the conspiracy trial, which 
ended on. March lC? 1969, - with 
Shaw’s acquittai by a 12-man 
. ury.' Judge . Oser,; then an as- 
sistant DA; participated in the 
prosecution. 

Andrew J, Sciambra, anoth- 
er Garrison assistant,' and. Louis 
Ivon, the DA’s chief investiga- 
tor, also were suspenaed. 

Shaw, is 1 accused ot commit- 
ting perjury by testifying that 
he did not , know Lee Harvey 
Oswald . or David; W. t Ferrie 
when he took the witness' stand 
in his own defense "on - Feb.' 27> 
1969 0 J ; Cur ing % the j \ i conspiracy 
trial. ■ | ... . v 

^ BOTH DEAD 
v Oswald, • : accused’ > of filing 
the shots which killed Kennedy , : 
and Ferrie, a former airline pil- 
ot, were named as two of the 
men with, whom Shaw; allegedly aj 
conspired. Both are dead. 

The attorneys -appeared to 
be trying to show that the jury 
in the conspiracy trial had am- 
ple opportunity to consider, the 
question of whether or not Shaw 
knew them. . 

In a motion to quash the 
perjury charge, the attorneys 
claimed that the jury already 
passed on Shaw’s testimony 
when it found him not guilty. 

‘‘And therefore the question 


of its truth or falsity has al- 
ready been adjudicated by the 
jury,” the motion said, 
f; . , To a S ain subject Shaw to 
trial would violate his rights 
guaranteed by the First, Fifth, 
?u n ^tF2 urteenth Amendments to 
the U.S. Constitution, Article 596 
of the Louisiana Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure, and Article I, 

Sec. 9, of the Louisiana Consti- 
jtution, they said. 

The motion to quash also 
• cite? many points in Garrison’s 
opening statement during the 

conspiracy, triai-ijiy which Shaw 



